California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1089

Tuly 31, 2004

Joseph Petrillo, Chaiy
High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 93814

Dear Mr. Petrillo,

Tam writing this ketier for inclusion into ihe dralt EIR'ELS high-speed rail public

comment period which closes on August 31,

T often travel by train while in Europe for business. The most common rail roules
that Tuse are the Amsterdam- Paris and the Berlin- Hamburg lines. Tam also a [requent

3a

business air traveler betwe
of 3.5 hours from San Franci

e and Southern Californ

coor S

Ido appr
enhance the state’s transportation infrastructu

A high speed rail irip
an Tose to Los Angles is one T would usc.

iate the need to provide intrastate rail Iransportation in order to

air quality and economic vitality. [ am

supportive of the Califomia high-speed rail preject. I do not support the proposed rail
routing through the Diablo Range in order 1o connect the Central Valley and the Bay

Area,
I encourage the High-Specd Rail Authori

to reconsider the Allamont Pass

Route, or any other existing developed transpo aton corridor. as an alternative 1o the

Diablo Range route. The Altamont Pass Route
and would mi

a viable option because it is developed
ize the impact on undeveloped land, which the Diablo Roule does not,

From a fiscal perspective the Altamont Pass Route, or any other developed
corridor. costs could be less than developing a new transportation corridor such as the

Diablo Route for two reasons. First, developed transportation corridors may not req

as many. or as farge. infrastructure land modifications such as the creation of unnels
which will be needed for the Diablo Route, Second, using developed transporiation

corridors to connect the regions will have lov
protected) Land will be saved for future Californians.

T costs because undeveloped (and

ook forward to attending future public meetings in my region and reviewing

future reports as

tated with the high-speed rail project. T support a high-speed rail

project that i« carried out in an emvironmentally and fiscally responsible manner,
-

Susan Rowinski
3507 Hacienda Street
San Mateo, CA 94403

OO Governor Schwarzenegger, Senator Speier. Assembly Member Mullin

1089

1089-1

U.S. Department
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Susan Rowinski, July 31, 2004 (Letter 1089)

1089-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1090

1090

From: Daniel P. McGrath
1227 Masonic #12

San Francisco, CA ! A - v 2004
94117 i I .
1 - |
To: Joseph Petsillo ' e e

Chair, California High Speed Rail Authority
915 L Street 1425

Sacramento, CA

95814

Dear Sir:

1 am writing to express complaint regarding the proposed high speed rail routes through
Henry Coe State Park.

As a permanent California and Bay Area resident, | have come to love and appreciate the
park for many reasons.

For one, [ believe it is one of the last places affording California residents a view of the
natural beauty once existing throughout the state; relatively untouched by human
development and exploitation.

For another, it is unquestionably a most important habitat corridor for plant and animal
life. Oak woodlands, once abundant throughout most of the state, have been greatly
reduced. The importance of these environments for wildlife is well understood. Henry
Coe State Park is one of the few remaining oak woodlands large enough to thrive along
the borders of human activity.

Considering these statements, why put the park at risk when viable alternatives for the
rail line exist?

I, like so many others, love quiet and remote places. They are increasingly hard to find,
but presently we have one in our own backyard that should be preserved forever.

Please remove from consideration the proposed rail lines through Henry Coe State Park.
Your time and work is appreciated.

10901

Sincerely,
St A AT

Daniel P, McGrath

Federal Railroad
Administration

— o U, Department Page 6-219
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Daniel P. McGrath, August 3, 2004 (Letter 1090)

1090-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1091

1091

AUG TT 2004

212 South 18" Street
San Jose, CA 95116 e

July 25, 2004

Califorma High-5peed Train
Draft Program EIRELS Comments

925 L Streel ) E i—&'L [jé'k AJ!}Q{;(;’*‘/‘C)
Sacramento, CA 95814 0 HH&TIJ ?ﬁu ‘i—i

To Whom it May Concern:

the Bullet Train. We urge vou 1 consider ONLY the Pacheco Pass Routd Please do not
consider the three alignment options through the Diablo range (The north wnnel. wnnel
under Coe State Park, or the minimized tunnel) because of the needless destruction of the
Bav Area’s last wilderness arcas

The negative impacts would violate vour own key criteria tisted in vour EIR EIS
{page s-2). e “Destruction of nawwral resources, wildlife corndors, wetlands, habitats 1911
for special species and farmlands. Aood plams, parks and cultural resources

Wildemess cannot be manufactured by human hands. What little remains will
never grow any larger. [0 the Orestimba Wilderness Arca 1S BISECTED BY THE
HIGH-SPEED TRAIN, THE WILDERNLESS WILL CEASE TO EXIST

Fhank vou for vour Kind attention (o this matier

Sincerely, ! / 2

- I3 .
s {'mc-% 7 %
Kenneth Mackay (;‘(:'- )
PCatricw JME K
Patricia MacKay %\a K

U.S. Department
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Kenneth and Patricia MacKay, July 25, 2004 (Letter 1091)

1091-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1092

Gl R 3740 Ridgeview CT
Morgan Hill, CA 85037
August 10, 2004

Director

California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street #1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear SirfMa‘am,

I have reviewed the plans for the High Speed Rail and am deeply concermed that the system may
be developed through Henry W. Coe State Park. An admirable mission of the California state
park system, as | understand it, is to preserve and prolect unique resources within our state.
Further Henry W. Coe State Park, the largest state park in Northern California, went through a
rigorous general plan with state and public review for a process that maximizes this lofty mission.
However this mission and the spirit of peaceful use of this precious resource are clearly violated
by any rail system within the boundaries of the park One current ptoposeo route will lunnel

under the Orestimba Wildemess, and there is

politi
choose this route. The current general plan for the park has desmnaled the Oreshmba as a state
area which prohibits even venncies_ within its mumanes No group should

be immune to state guidelines and i use

and rigorous state rewew and development process requlred by slale law, | belteve

Wallace Stegner, a respected author and Pulitzer Prize winner, wrole an essay on wildemess in
‘A Sense of Place’. Paraphrased, he said that he has often explored the wildemess of California,
but the time arrived when his journeys were limited, and that was enough. Then he arrived at the
paint in his fife that he could travel cnly to the boundaries of wilderness, but that was enough.
Then his life was al the point that he could only think in wonder of his times of peace, quiet and
that his g i would enjoy the California wildemess of the fulure,

BUT that was encugh!

Please suppon and choose an altemative proposal that does NOT travel through Henry W. Coe
State Park as the only viable alternative for the people of Califomia. Please preserve and protect

the unique California rescurce of Henry W. Coe State Park,

Lot —

Don Holm

1092

He2-1

Federal Railroad
Administration

U.S. Department
s ———— (‘ of Transportation

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Don Holmes, August 12, 2004 (Letter 1092)

1092-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1093

%/ 7/900?

Dear Ca. High Speed Rail Authority:

he Draft Program EIR and

) ied t )
Item I have rev 8
(= Is/nﬁiﬁor the Proposed Ca. High iﬁzﬁi T ngs.
System & it looks OK by, he. =mreuld have been done

t I do think should/co
S ot %o th FINAL ASSEMENT THE ROUTE UP

put I do think in in ING UP TO
1S THE BETERFBEST Wz G L THIN

F.
FIRST & THEN OVER TO S
MD’GCZRAFTBR THE NWEXT BARTH QUA oM THE NWORTHER!

OR SOUTHERNBR, OF THE HAYWARD FAULT.
- Vfw I/
f‘/b”\lfu'/}& ) lie Cameron
1z o
Wjﬁ \I's I/d/ . P.0. Box 55
-,,/,9/‘ ~ Wi Hayward, Ca. 34543

:5' ] £ ~
w2l

P.0. Box 55
Hayward, Ca. 34

MARRFTOR! HOUSE BN MAWR, PERNTTLVANIA

Ca. High Speed Rail Authority
. 925 L Street Suite 1425
\ Sacramento, Ca., 95814

\

IdlIIilIlIHIlhI“!III|lI“.IIIll“Il!llll’lll!lll"ll“ll}”

1093

10931

U.S. Department
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Charlie Cameron, August 17, 2004 (Letter 1093)

1093-1
Acknowledged. Please also see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1094

1094

August 11, 2004

Mary Jo Eastes
2308 W. Sunset Drive
Visalia, CA 93291

California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

ATT: CA High-speed Rail Authority
I'am in favor of the High Speed Rail in CA and would like to request that

you have the Rail follow the UP line, which would have it come to Visalia
(99 and 198).

1094-1

Just an interested traveler,

W\\\@m@

—— (1 U, epartment Page 6-225
(™M

Federal Railroad

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY Administration



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Mary Jo Eastes, August 11, 2004 (Letter 1094)

1094-1
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1095

1095

August 12, 2004

Richard Eastes
2308 W. Sunset Drive
Visalia, CA 93291

California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

ATT: CA High-speed Rail Authority
I am in favor of the High Speed Rail in CA and would like to request that

you have the Rail follow the UP line, which would have it come to Visalia
(99 and 198).

[095-1

Sincerely,

i T

—— (1 U, epartment Page 6-227
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Federal Railroad
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Richard Eastes, August 12, 2004 (Letter 1095)

1095-1
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1096

PHOWE 594- 4009

— 17218 AVE 296, VISALIA cA., 93293
VEGETABLES ¥ FRUITS RO LUTHOUT CHEMICAL SPRAYS 0 FERTILIZERS , CHRISTMAS TREES

Ave I‘i’e' 200 4

CaunFormna HioH- SPEER Rt AvtroriTy |
g5 L &7, SAc. CA 5Tl

Deare Rarc-AvtHoiTy |

We are weirmoe Td URGE YoU -T2 EXPEDITE

THE DEeVELOPMELT OoF THE Hict|-SPErD Raw 5y5m1
AND T2 USE THE HicHway 99 Coer)Dog wrick
Connerts THE Man FFULATION CauTses . WITH A STOE

AT Hwy 198 (VISALA) ~THan YouU,

(008 2 Elyyobth ol

-
0961

U.S. Department
s ———— “ of Transportation
Federal Railroad

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY Administration
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Willliam and Elizabeth Lovett, August 16, 2004 (Letter 1096)

1096-1
Please see standard response 6.15.4 and standard response 6.21.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments
Comment Letter 1097

1097

ﬂ\,w\mﬂ %04

nmmmiwm]wm

| hebort Ak e mpow‘ mFrwl ot High QM
Resl Himmh Homny W G Shake Pask s a el
WSW&' ot Sk will cowae G{am»)ﬂ Lw]cmd Vr/foahf.
e Piles a mimw o rwhdeo/mm b a
g — So fab b town with o [m‘qh} idsa fqﬂ/
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Nancy A. Simon, August 18, 2004 (Letter 1097)

1097-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1098

1098
Mrs. Albert R. Schreck E@EHVE ‘
255 Golden Hills Drive
Portola Valley, Calif. 94028 | AUG 19 204

California High- Rail Authority August 18, 2004
Draft Program EIR/EIS Comments
925 L Street, Suite1425
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Members of the Rail Authority,
Ithasoornelnn%aﬁenﬁonmaIgur Au.m‘mglsomsndenrg routes for a high-speed rail
system that connect the Bay Area with Los Angeles.
Please revise and recirculate the Draft Environmental Impact Report so that it fully considers .
all of the environmental impacts of all of the possible routes for the high-speed rail, including 10981
full consideration of the Altamont Pass Alternative.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Joel Wells Schreck (Mrs. Albert R.)

U.S. Department page 6-233

s ———— “ of Transportation
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Joel Wells Schreck (Mrs. Albert R.), August 18, 2004 (Letter 1098)

1098-1
Please see standard response 2.18.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1099

SENT BY: GATEWAY; 6505668700 AUG-10-04 T:50PM; PAGE 171
1099
169 Spruce Avenue
Menlo Park, CA 94025
17 August 2004
MECENEN
' |
AUG 20 204
California High-Speed Rail Authority
Draft Program ETR/EIS Comments
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814
Fax (916) 322-0827
Dear High-Speed Rail Authorities;

1 urge you to revise your Draft Environmental Tmpact Report to include the Altamont
Pass Alternative. From what [ understand, this version of the high-speed rail system
wouldmakeluaofmmmﬂmpwmnulnm:mww&nﬁmﬂsmszy. Your
DEIR should ider all | impacts of all possible routes for the California

high-speed rail. 1099:]

We all approve of efficient and Ily sound but your
mmmmmmmxlmmmmmmlmmmuﬁmm
wild lands and neighborhoods.

Please do mot drop the Altamont Pass Alternative from your full consideration.

Thank you,

(Mrs.) Nancy Bamby

Federal Railroad
Administration

U.S. Department Page 6-235
s ———— (“ of Transportation
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Nancy Barnby, August 17, 2004 (Letter 1099)

1099-1
Please see standard response 2.18.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1100

1100

REDWOOD CITY | 1001 Marshall Sereet
Los Angeles | Redwood City, CA 94063
New York | Telephone (650) 364-8200
San Francisco | Facsimie |650) 780-1701
San Jose | www.ropers.com

RAMKB

BarEer maitaer s KEETiLE

MICHAEL J. BRADY
(650) 7801724

jajf_:ém
!_“l AU 20 2004

August 19, 2004

Via U.S. Mail

California High Speed Train

Draft Program EIR/EIS Comments
925 L. Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  High speed rail

RAAKE

August 19, 2004 Page2

Furthermore, San Jose would not be "left out” with the Altamont alternative. It is my
understanding that rail tracks could be run from Fremont to San Jose thereby serving that City
and allowing commuters to conveniently take high-speed rails from San Jose to Southern
California and back.

Based on what | have heard, it appears that a “political” decision was made, namely,
politicians in San Jose insisting that there has to be a high-speed rail along existing rail lines
directly through the Peninsula without any consideration of the effects. The essence of an
envirc | impact is to ider exactly those effects and try 1o ameliorate them
while allowing the project to remain feasible. The Altamont alternative meets those criteria.

NOISE

Gentlemen: Every morning I go for a seven mile walk. This takes me from the existing Cal Train line
ife and I obi bst ; toa di‘stam:c almost two miles away (Alameda de las Pulgas). In 'hF moming, whcn_ you are
Im tMy wife and | object very smng]yw:?hu:;su £ o tclfe‘;u:’hesmisdktr‘:zgﬁt]f: .;;Dmnml two miles away from the tracks, you can hear the roar (I am not talking about the whistle, but the
mseldyvlr‘;ﬂumn AI€ GUT CORCATS: pec e g roar of the train) radiating throughout the towns of Menlo Park and Atherton. The proposal for a

prope & : high-speed rail involves raising the rail bed at least 12 fect into the air. It also involves cutting
LACK OF CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATE ROUTES THAT HAVE MUCH LESS down hundreds of trees along the r|ght nfway (trees block noise). This will enormously increase
IMPACT the sound, not only for those resid 1 properties adj to the tracks, but for tens of

thousands of residents living many blocks away. No one has addressed this phenomenon, 1100-1

"The existing rail corridor from San Jose to San Francisco is the most densely populated although it is a scientific fact that if you stick a project like this into the air, with no buffers, the cont
part of California along railroad tracks except for Los Angeles County itself. Accordingly, a Toise level will increase massively.
frontal high-speed railroad project running directly along existing rail lines (given the immensity TREES
of the high-speed project) will have a huge effect upon hundreds of thousands of people (largely
the population living in what is known as the San Francisco Peninsula). The Altamont Existing d ing this proposed project indicate that almost 1900 trees are
alternative route would have much less impact on our residents. It would bring rail commuters 1oo-1 heduled for 1 in the San Francisco Peninsula area. This means trees predominantly in
10 Fremo_m and the across t{'le Bay entering the Peninsula in areas that are much more industrial the towns of Atherton, Menlo Park, Palo Alto and Mountain View, since those are residential
and ugh such areas. There would be much less impact upon residential areas that have large numbers of mature trees, many of them over 100 feet high. The removal of
neighborhoods. these trees will have devastating aesthetic effects on these communities. It appears that few
Al tively, why didn't th : i " . I i citizens are aware that this is an inevitable by-product of the proposal. It must be addressed.
ernatively, why di € envire impaci d rai

service with Bﬁ_uRT service: for example, rail commuters could get off the train in Fremont and EMINENT DOMAIN
get on the existing BART system which could take them anywhere throughout the Bay Area,
including San Francisco, Oakland, the East Bay, and the airport. [ ride the existing Cal Train The proposed route takes you through miles of densely populated residential
daily and when you arrive at the new Millbrae station, you can walk 25 feet across the platform neighborhoods. You will inevitably be condemning all sorts of properties, with effect
and get on all three BART lines to take you anywhere in the Bay Area - marvelously convenient. upon local resid not to mention the fi | effect upon local governments and
Why wouldn't this work in Fremont? Think of the money you would save as well: a bridge jurisdictions. This is another huge reason for considering the Altamont alternative.
would not have to built across the Bay (think about the years of fighting the environmentalist).

RCI/355426.1/DM1
RCIG58M426 1IDMI
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1100 Continued

RANKB
August 19, 2004 e R R

We urge you to reconsider and reopen this matter so that the alternatives can be
considered; your central purpose is to analyze a project that is feasible that will have the least
adverse effects upon the residents of the area affected.

Michael J. and Anita Brady
191 Forest Lane
Menlo Park, CA 94025

Thank you for your consideration.

MIB/dm

RC1/355426. DML

U.S. Department
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Response to Comments of Michael J. and Anita Brady, August 19, 2004 (Letter 1100)

1100-1

Acknowledged. Please see standard response 2.18.1. Available
studies (the CRA technical studies referenced in the Program EIR/EIS
and other HST feasibility studies such as the FRA Commercial
Feasibility Study, 1996) indicate HST ridership potential is highly
dependent on the total trip time and the number of transfers. The
HST service would result in travel times between Downtown Los
Angeles and Downtown San Francisco and Downtown Los Angeles
and Downtown Oakland in about 2 and ¥ hours, without a transfer,
while the trip could be made between Downtown Los Angeles and
San Jose in a little over 2 hours. HST service to the downtowns of
major cities such as San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose and to major
airports greatly increase the connectivity and accessibility of the HST
system, and enable the system to directly serve major regional
transit hubs such as the Transbay Terminal, Diridon Station, Oakland
Airport, San Francisco International Airport (SFO) and either West
Oakland BART or 12th Street City Center. If the HST system
terminated in Fremont, air transportation would be considerably
more accessible to intercity passengers than HST service in the Bay
Area. In addition to requiring a transfer at Fremont, BART does not
provide express services. BART travel times between Oakland and
Fremont (38 minutes) and San Francisco (45 minutes) and Fremont
are over twice the times that could be provided by HST service.

The Authority investigated the ridership and revenue impacts of
terminating the HST system in San Jose as part of its June 2000
Business Plan. Forecasts by Charles River Associates concluded that
the HST system would lose about 17% of its ridership and 18% of its
revenue if the HST system terminated in San Jose (Corridor
Evaluation, December 1999). The Authority concluded that service
to San Francisco and/or Oakland is essential to the feasibility of the
HST system. However, please see standard response 6.2.1.

The Authority disagrees that “existing documents concerning this
proposed project indicated that almost 1900 trees are scheduled for
removal in the San Francisco Peninsula area.” Determining the
number of trees that may be impacted by specific proposed
improvements is beyond the scope of this program level
environmental process. In coordination with Samtrans, at a
conceptual level of design, it has been concluded that the
improvements needed for HST service would be almost completely
within the existing Caltrain right-of-way, thereby minimizing impacts
to neighborhoods, trees, and the natural environment. Should the
HST project move forward, determining specific impacts, including
trees scheduled for removal, would be part of future project specific
studies.

Moreover, while the Program EIR/EIS acknowledges that there
would be potential increases in noise impacts primarily as a result of
increased frequency of trains, there would also be a reduction in
existing noise levels due to the elimination of horn noise and gate
noise from existing services as a result of the grade separations at
existing crossings. In addition, the document identifies noise
barriers as a potentially effective mitigation strategy.

U.S. Department
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